Arner-djrsetst dated August 5, 2009 
Reply to Office Action of May 8, 2009 



REMARKS 

Claims 1-1 2 and 14—23 are pending in the application. No amendments have been made 
r t e J i! i v i ' < ne ^ rc;e~ms^ e i; 

Rejection of Claims 8->1l and 15 based on Non-Statutory Doable Patenting 

X f r t t ] % > < I J ! 1 . ~A Si, 

N ! I I S S , ^ , v ^ .UP ^ 

Pale ^ ^ \ - s ejected >ecai e they depend from 

clahr : 8. While Apphca * i e- t,A. V I m ^ i^'^eO c v» x < 

features alleged to be obvious in view of claim 8 of the cited reference, Applicant has 
eonei y filed tc c overcome this rejection. 

The filing of a terminal disclaimer or offer to file -a terminal disclaimer in this ease does 
not constitute an admission of the propriety of the obviousness-type double patenting rejection. 
See MPEP § 804,02 and Quad Environmental Technologies Corp. v. Union Sanitary District, 
946 F.2d 870, 20 USPQ2d 1392 (Fed, Cm 1991). 

In view of the foregoing remarks, Applicant submits that the rejection of claims § and 15 
based o ( ns i_ ,. i ) v - u' i 

claim 8, the rejection of claims 9-1 1 should also he overcome. Applicant therefore respectfully 
requests ^ i - 1 ^ 

illt r-s « >> . V Wtstfe 

Applicant notes with appreciation that claims 1-7, 14, and 16-23 are indicated as being 
allowable. 
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mVLUSIGN 



In view of the foregoing. Applicants respectfully submit 1 i a!! pending claims m the 
■> u <. t. i f ^ r - 5 ?i v 1 st 1 M i < s 

number provided below. 

The Commissioner is authorized to charge any fees or overpayments that may be due with 
this respon- . i . - ^ " " m'< 



QUALCOMM Incorporated 

s ~7s y^ re j use ) , c 

San Diego, California 9212! 
Telephone; (858) 587-1121 
Facsimile: (8581 845-3986 



Respectfully submitted. 
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